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Coq d’Or Press ROUTE 8 , FREDERICK, MD. 21701 

Code301/ 473-8186 

2/15/72 

kr. Robert Q. Vav/ter, Birector of Info relation 
General Services Administration 
v/asiiington, D.G. 

Dear I-Ir. Vawter, 

I do appreciate your phone call yesterday afternoon and the offer that to you seems 
reasonable but to me at tills 'moment is impossible. However, with my present physical 
handicap and the volume of correspondence that lias been made' necessary since what I regard- 
as ‘deliberate harrassment began, it- is' beyond my capability. 

Also, I appreciate your candor in tellin^ae that you are not really familiar with the 
regulations which lead to appeals under the Freedom of Information law to you or with the 
law itself. Frankly, I do not see how you can be the person to whom appeals are made without 
this knowledge, not if the appeal is to have any meaning. 

Where we disagree is in your view that I should gust file endless suits. This is not 
the intent of the Congress or the law. The purpose of the law is to make public information: 
available to all citizens. If the volume of correspondence lias become burdensome, as it 
certainly has to be, I believe the remedy lies with the cause, which is on the lower level, 
not the level of appeals. One example is the challenge you would not accept, the inordinate k 
’elays in making response, not only to proper questions but to specific requests. Here X. 
refer not to the language -of the statute, for identifiable records, but for what is much : 

easier to locate and supply, identified records. If you cause a search, to be made of this 
correspondence, and I believe the obligation is the government’s once I make the charge if 
its purpose is compliance with the law, you will find that repeatedly long periods of time ; 
pass without response. 

As I said, I will make a few specific appeals to you from memory, having no other 
cnoice at the moment. I preface it by informing you of a ruling by the Attorney General 
in a letter to me, that long delay in itself constitutes denial and warrants appeal, the / 

net effect; being refusal. 

Time for res x>nse . I appeal the Archivists’s refusal to provide me with the time in t 
which requests for identifiable public information is to be answered. I recognize tiiat 
response to letters takes longer. I know, as the correspondence shows, that a time for 
response is indicated on receipt. I believe I am entitled to this information and it is 
required information if I am to use other alternatives available under the law. _‘ 

I.omorandum of Transfer . I an surprised tiiat you know nothing of this document, for X 
t'.-ir-: it „-s si XL- to ruling.; you have already ;,:-_ae. Unless those upon whom you depend . 

the point I tried to nuke in our conversation. And if you are deciding an appeal, who 
decides what is relevant knowledge for you to have in reaching a decision? Those who have 
already made th. decision an '.'led? I ap.-eXL tb.. re_.-e.tei ref -.ml to me of tihs documents, ; 

'..cause you nr. entirely unaware of it, I tne following explanation, which should also 

assure co-plinnco with sue requirement the t 1..0 application be for an identifiable document. 

... A_ rii Ip..y tn-_ Secret Service convene ;u: . r'ctivii a rucei-.t from nrs. 
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-vc-lyx: j-*i:.con lor a numbox- of items relevant to tae assassination and its investigation, 

,;1 ,.p . -o. ’J; Tv--.il Co . i .: ■.». ' i mi Is , :;o... Tids ncnorar.dun was used by the 

; o . i . ■ . ,V. ... i.i-o .Lie abort u joxr tutor in a re-sort 1 
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. „• -...JO w-rt-duou uiu i-_-jA.rte.i upon various items. ‘Joe become a factor and relevant 

uis.-i;.-' the Ar..or-ican bail Line:- Ltd , v. Gulick decision , of ..hich you should al-eo know if 
you arc to decide appeals. r i’hi:; decision holds xnat by any use whatsoever, any pre-existing 
exemption from disclosure is waived, i'hus, use in any v.-ay by this government panel eliminat 
■any right to withhold that may have existed. 


Upon publication of this panel report, I amde a number of verbal and written requests 
for a copy of tliis memorandum of transfer. It required about three months for me to be told 
that this was a private paper entrusted to the Archives for safe-keeping by the Kennedy 
family, an explanation I found not only incredible but one it certainly did not require 
so long a tine to determine. During this long interval, -I. was informed that I would be 
given a dicision momentarily, including by the Archivist, in person, in Judge Ealleck’s 
courtroom. When I. was so informed, I requested as an alternative a copy of the government's 
copy of this memorandum of transfer, say^ D Specifically, not the copy held to be the private 
paper of the Kennedy f amily . After a lapse of time I was given the same "explanation" and. 
was again refused. I then asked the Secret Service for a copy of its copy. The Secret Servi 
decided to provide it, but elected to do so through the national Archives. It informs me 
that it sent a copy with a covering letter the day after my request. Che Archives never 
informed me of tliis, not even after I learned of it by inquiry at the Secret Service. 

In response to my subsequent and specific inquiry at the national Archives, hr. Ilarion 
•Johnson told me a decision was pneding as to whether or not the copy sent to the Archives 
for me would be given to ne. After the lapse of more time and further inquiries, even, 
this copy was refused me, 

■ It is my belief that regardless of any and all other considerations, in this matter 
:ie Secret Service is what the Attorney General 1 sJKemqrariiun describes as the agency of 
paramount concern, ana that no other agency ‘'Kas^o? 1 can attempt to exercise the aecision-nal 
m lucn“ln agency to make a document available to the applicant. The Archives has followed 
the practise of making available to me copies of such letters from the Secret Service. In 
this case I would like a copy of the covering letter also. While it may be felt that this 
letter can be hold to be an internal com. unication, practise and American Kail, in this 
case, in my view, waive any such right, if it existed. 

^-or cover, t e use documented above waives any right that may have existed to withhold 
from me the government’s copy of this memorandum and any receipts part thereof or relevant 
thereto. 

Pictures of Exhibits "G'5-5 . I appeal the decision xo deny certain pictures to me on 
the b. .sis that all are, under the regulations as of tne time ox my initial request, guarsn 
eoual access. Access denied me was granted to another, On sanuury T oi unis ^®ar, after X 
was denied and after it was sworn in court tiiat nooody was permitued to view- these exhibit 
1 also as .eel the refusal of the Archivist to provide copies of existing pictures made fro: 
ins existing color negatives exposed by the FBI as agent for and at the request ox the War 

goa- .ission© In xnis con.. ction r remind you o± tne language o-u .ne Au~o_ney — a _ a .■ s nano 

page 24, which in ny vie.; requires tni:; of tne Archives. 
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owing „..u deception of two co-art. Tne Archives knew this and 
i .odiatoly after procuring this decision, ciiangcd tnc regulations so that under them it 
,uld not be required to grant this access. It then del-yed providing me with a copy of tl: 
altered rc\ *ui:.tion, the only one applicable to Liy reep i -Oi — .5 t:u one ^rioi* -o cum 
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.icjorci:., ly, X-.-r receipt of l.-ther and after thin new 
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I have- been put to considerable coat ana trouble on this natter, all of it improper 
The Archives' prints of the existing negatives are incapable of being copied by its coup 
' ^Vc-l P-totograpners® While I shoula not have had to depend upon copies of copies to begin with 

‘ ^believe 1 an within my rights in asking for the best possible prints made from the exist 

• negatives, which arc, in any event, required to be in the possession of the Archives or 
the very least available to it under executive order of 10/±2^ 31/66, I believe the none 
have wasted on useless copies should be applied to the cost of comply ing with my origins 

request,, which was for prints made from the negatives. If these negatives are, as they 

snould be, capable of enlargement, then I would like my request to be interpreted as for 
the. areas of damage only, as described in my smitten requests, end to be certain that tb 
is no unnecessary or wasted work or trouble for the goveremen t , ' I will go to whatever la 
is used for this work at the time the enlargements are cade at the time they are made, s 
that there can be no doubt of the limited area of my research interest, the area of damn 
to these exhibits. 
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Kith regard to pictures I requested be taken for me of this evidence and eppies to 
be provided uo me at my cost, I think you should takes into consideration that despite 
contrary representations, at the tine of my request both the GSA-facily contract and reg 
combined on this to guarantee me such pictures. I am, frankly, astounded that you would 
made any ruling without knowledge, as you disclosed yesterday, of the existence of’ this 
contract. Because the record is clear that you are not sufficiently informed for the nai 
of decisions. I will quote for you the relevant passages, although I -think this should b 
3en done for you within the government. 

In this contract, 1(2) (b) guarantees "access" to "any serious scholar or investigat 
of matters relating to the death of the late President for purposes relevant to his stud 
xnereof". Tne only right to deny is "in order to prevent undignified or sensational repr 
duction", an allegation never made or claimed and, in fact, never responded to when I ma 
cirect challenge for a showing of how the pictures I requested were susceptible of such 
use. As a matter of recorded fact, the representative of the executors of* the estate, in 
writing, offered no objection to the providing of the pictu res I requested. IIl(l) autk 
the talcing of photogrpahs for "persons authorised to have access under l(2). 


Under 5 . of the regulations in effect at the time of my request, I was guaranteed c 
01 the pictures I requested. The language is,"phoxegraphs of these r.?r.Q” pi s will be fur 
tcjresearcr.ers as a substitute for visual examination of the atoms themselves. '\nmphasis 
There is no doubt about intent or requirement: "In the event that existing photographs d 
not meet the needs of the researcher additional photographic view's till be made. A charg 
may be made for unusually difficult or time-consuming photography. Photographs reproduce 
from existing negatives.. .will be furnished on request for the usual fees." The ensuing 

ig of copies of such photographs was waived by the rep 
e, in wrixing. Ana, as .cay Be un-mo wn to you, 

V- -0 xograpun of this clothing have been widely published by the government and others, sue 
---j archives regularly, and only "undignified- or sensational" use is proscri 
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copies are tisoirs, doeunento that el. in evi ^ ? ? *“*”• >*“ 110 •»**• 

be provided by the agencies o?" origin I nrm.,i f P r cviced and under the law must 

to your attention the cited lLiguage of the ^qJv’g -° thi3 ’ and 1 again cal1 

requires that he forward all such recuests if - 7 en ® rd f s ^Eorandun, which further 
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